
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- May 18, 1966 

Appeal No. 8736 William Lewis, appel lant  

The Zoning Administrator of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously ca r r i ed ,  t h e  following 
Order was engered by t h e  Board a t  i t s  meeting on May 31, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE naTE OF ORDER: Ju ly  5, 1966 
ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a var iance  from t h e  provisions of Sect ions 
7201.3 and 7204.1 t o  permit open parking spaces l e s s  than 9 '  x 19' 
and less than 10 f e e t  from t h e  building a t  1711 - 18th St., N.W., 
l o t  125, Square 153, b e  granted. 

From the  record and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing, 
t h e  Board f inds  t h e  following f a c t s :  

(1) Appellant 's  property is  located i n  an R-5-B D i s t r i c t .  

(2) The l o t  i s  improved with a t h r e e  s t o r y  b r i ck  row s t r u c t u r e  with 
an English basement, bordering a 12 foo t  publ ic  a l l e y .  

(3) The subjec t  property has a width of 18.75 f e e t  and a depth of 
85 f e e t ,  and contains 1593.75 square f e e t  of land. 

(4) The building was formerly a rooming house with 9 r e n t a l  rooms 
but-. i s  now vacant and appel lant  proposes t o  remodel i t  i n t o  six apar t -  
ments and a medical o f f i ce .  

(5) Sect ion 7202.1 requi res  t h a t  a l l  apartment houses i n  the  R-5-B 
D i s t r i c t  s h a l l  be provided with one o f f - s t r ee t  parking space f o r  each 
two dvel l ing  un i t s .  

(6) Appellgnt claims c r e d i t  f o r  two spaces from t h e  p r i o r  use and 
now needs one space. The space provided measures 9 x 18.75 f e e t  whereas 
the  regula t ions  r equ i re  i t  t o  measure 9 x 19 f e e t ,  The space w i l l  be 
located 6'  3" from the  building whereas i t  should be a t  l e a s t  10 f e e t  
from t h e  building.  The window s i l l  opening t o  the  parking space i s  
8 '  10" a b w e  t h e  parking ground level .  

(7) No opposi t ion t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h i s  appeal was reg i s t e red  a t  
the  publ ic  hearing. 
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W e  a r e  of the  opinion t h a t  appel lant  has proved a hardship wi th in  t h e  
meaning of t h e  var iance  c lause  of t h e  Zoning Regulations, and t h a t  a  denia l  
of t h e  requested r e l i e f  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  pecu l i a r  and p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  
and undue hardship upon the  owner. 

Further ,  w e  conclude t h a t  t h e  r e l i e f  can be granted without s u b s t a n t i a l  
detriment t o  the  publ ic  good and without s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impairing the  in ten t ,  
purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone plan a s  embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regula- 
t i o n s  and Map. 


